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Reconsideration and a:.lowafi:(|e' of the above-referenced 
application are respectfully .3:^eq|e•sted■ Claim amendments are 



presented herein to obviate the 



matter has been added. 



Specification 
The title of the applj 



respectfully submitted that 



that this basis for objecti 



35 use § 102 



FISH & RICHARDSON P,C, 

i . 

1 

A'qtorney' a Docket No. : 10559-504001/Pii796 




REM&RKS 



fflurrent rejection. No new 



caCiow iiae been amended to 



"DETERMINING SOURCES OF XJNV ANTED mllTWORK CCayMUNICATIONS" . It is 



J 

t:hiS:|title is descriptive of the 



claimed subject matter, Tftertefoife^ it is respectfully requested 



on; 



be: fwithdrawn- 



Claims 1-34 stand rtejectbd 
allegedly being anticipate^ 
respectfully traversed. 

The office action takejs tlhe*- 



webcrawlers make requests thxqugll cilient machines for 



information from a server, 



as interface devices . Claid 1 



by Ea 

t 

. i 



the 



differences between the sublj'fect: iiirfetiter of claim 1 and 
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Uhcker 35 USC § 102 (e) as 

■ i 

clbstaedt. These rejections are 



r 

ip<isition that as spiders or 



sMilled artisan would consider 



these client machines as ndtwotk: Sboints in the network as well 



■h^B :been amended to clarify the 



Eiois 



Od/02/05 TUE 16:59 FAX 85S6785099 



FISH & RICHARDSON P,C. 



Eichstaedt. Claim 1 state^ ith^tijthe unwanted communications 



passing through ' first and Secbridlppints are from a source and 

■Jl 'i i • 1 

are directed to a target d^vlcje [{for support, see, inter alia, 



31,. and 33 have also been 



specification FIG. 4) , Clc.i'm^;25|:, 
amended in a similar fashion..: 

Eichstaedt discloses ^ •allrir^int^ement in which one of two 



embodiments may be utilized-; 

i 

system monitors a f requenc^ :a|t 
based on a specific client' 



entries for the client (se^J iliitir 
In a second main embodiment!! 



amount of data requested by =;a 



Eichstaedt col. 8, lines 3^ 
disclose an arrangement in 



'ii 
) ** 

1 ;!i 



:l !! 



Atjholmdy's Docket No . : 10559-504001/P1179S 



'in! a 



i'wjfiich a client initiates requests 
idiea^tfif aer and by using previous log 



it 



dl 



1 1 



"^first m^in embodiment", a 



alia, col- 7, lines 3-22). 



tHe[.fsyatem monitors an accumulated 



lekt (see, inter alia, 



Neither' of these embodiments 



I 



whighijii^forraation is generated based 



on two points through whicli ^univiailted communications pass through 
as recited in claim 1. Such art, arrangement would require that 



unwanted communications pass; X 



information would be genereted, ;.bj|.l56th. such clients relating to 
the unwanted communications 



within Eichstaedt to providej lldgljentriee for such an arrangement 



and to associate log entriqsf fdirj 
determine which of the two: 
communications . 



.gh two clients and that 



\[ it' 



I rfol|§civer , there is no provagion 



it Li 



blieb'^ 



: .■ r ] 



two clients in order to 
first carried unwanted 



■lii 



•r ; 
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Accordingly, claims 1 
dependent claims should be 



Claim 12 has been arrie;ided^ 

; I 

communications passing through^ 
point on a path from a sou::6dj 
analyzing the communicatiojis jif 
second points for indicia <|>f u^' 
identifying the source aub-l 
communications that are "ad|.pt'|^ 
target device on a network 
the source sub-network coni.ecit 
interface device associatec: iiwi 
first point and second poiiitt; :4 



communications." Similar to :G 



FISH & RICHARDSON P.C, 



(21015 



4ilL6 



net 



;: ..! 

tol 



cmey'B Docket No . : 10559-504001/Pli796 

I,: and 33 and their respective 



"1 



arrangement in which commiH rc'atgi 



first point and a second pc ikti 



and 



stated above; Bichstaedt dcfeW 
Accordingly, claim 12 

should be allowable* 

Claim 24 has been atnerlldiecl 

interface monitors between 

network for monitoring the 



therethrough; a localizer coupljs 
monitors to identify the netwclj^ 



thi^ 



pas^3.g 

r 



n 
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:6cite: "monitoring 
. l^aat a first point and second 
-:ietwork to a target device; 
ing through the first and 
hf-fd communications; 

as originating unwanted 
reduce- the ability of a 
oijid to other communications, 
tcD ! the network through an 

I' 

:Bie • first of the at least a 

^arrifed- the unwanted 

i • 

1/ claim 12 provides an 

t i passing through at least a 

I 

jcjpath are monitored- As 

c iscldse such an arrangement , 

I • . . 
i I 

irespective dependent claims 

Incite ^a plurality of 
t: network and the second 

! 

cif unwanted messages 

op the plurality of interface 

.1 

ciint that first carried the 
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unwanted messages" . Since 



FISH & RICHARDSON P.C. 



o rney' 3 Docket No, : 10559-'504001/P11796 



Sill:! 



monitoring the passage as cl^sc 
disclose a plurality of TnojiftibJ'iJtLt! well as a localizer to 



identify a network point t 
the unwanted messages , 

Accordingly, claim 24 
allowable. 



Concluding Comments 
It is believed that al 
addressed in this paper,;. I 
rejection^ issue or commentl 

i : 

concession of that rej ecticjjit,; 

!*' • 

because the arguments raade:ab|^ 
exhaustive, there may be^ rejaja; 



) 



pending claims (or other^ cl 
Finally, nothing in this p4tfe!f 

M 

to concede any issue with ijjeig^lif^ 
specifically stated in thi4 
claim does not necessarily' 



of the claim prior to itb ene 



3 depefndent claims should be 



:! carrier that first carried 



^t fails to disclose 

i , • ; • 

j above, it also fails to 



iSj pending claims have been 

i ; 

failure to address a specific 
,0t signify agreement with or 

or domment - In addition, 
e noti intended to be 

■ i ' : 

r patentability of any or all 

i : 

J at have not been expressed. 
51 id bfe' construed as an intent 

i 

1^1 any claim, except as 

and. the amendment of any 

1 1 

! 

Concession of unpatentability 
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Applicant asks that a;, 



any charges or credits to Aepqi ii 



Date 




Pish £c Richardson P.C. 
PTO Customer Number: 209:85 
12390 El Caraino Real 
San DiegO/ CA 92130 : 
Telephone: (858) 678-5q70 
Facsimile! (858) GlQ-sdsB 

10528762. doc 




ISH & RICHARDSON P.C, 

i i 

I ' •■ . 
1 ■ : . ■ ' 

J . ■ i 

cf^iey'is iOoCket No. : 10559-5O4O0l/Pll75e 

i ■ ■ .. 
i • 

I • : • ■ 

j be Allowed. Please apply 
hiccourit' No, 06-1050. 




il017 



lly submitted. 



tt C;. Harris 
No; 32,030 
^tlSornfey:.: for Intel Corporation 
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